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Dear Mr. lam: 

In addicion to your assisl8uce ~Ill)' IJUtlsriODB in the e.u>Josed 

letter, I Jvou1cf 8pprrejare ihe 0ppDl111aity to !J1eet with you dl.ll'ing Your next visi1 

row~n.c. 
· 

I hope }'011 are able to llecoDunoclato Ibis reque,t u !here arc sevem~ 
Dlattem IU!der BP A.'s illrisdiction that l wish ro discuss '1\'irh )lOu. 

I look forward to talking with you· sooa. 
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Mr. John Iani 
· Regioruil.A.dministrator, Region X 
U.S. Envirorunent:al Protection Agency 
1200 Sixth A venue 
Seattle, WA.9Bl01 

. Dear Mr. Izmj; 

March 21,2003 
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I am writini to express my concerns regarding the Prelim.in.aiy Draft Columbia/Snake 
Rivers Mainstem Temperature Total Maximum Daily Load (TMD L) docUUlent deveroped by 
EPA R.cgioa X staff under Section 303( d) of the Clean Water Act. 

It is my undc:m:anding that, in its cwren1 form, the temperatw'e TMDL establishes a goal 
of reducing water tem~ to thoso that EPA estimat~ existed prior to the con£truction of 
15 dams 011 the Columbia and Snalc:e Rivers.. 

lfEP A persists with such an approach to the TMDL, the opemors of hydroelectric 
projects could be reqUired to implement e:xtrcm1ely costly operational or strucfur41 measures to 
achieve miDimal reductions in water temperatures, with little ~dance of any rn.eaningful benefit 
to fish and wildlife. Bven ~ such a TMDL could fuel effo~ to remove major <Wns on the 
Columbia and Sna.lrn Rivers notwithstand.i:Qg the power, reaeation. navigational and fish and · 
wildlffi; benefits they provide to the people of tho Pacific NarthwesL 

' 
Therefore, I request thnt you respond in Writing to the following questions prior to 

~c of a draft temperature TMDL for public comment 

1.. Does the temperature reduction goal in the draft TMDL Asswne that the 15 dams oo the 
Columbia and Snake Rivers were never built1 If so, why did EPA Region X reject the 
recommCID.dations of the Fedetal AdviSOyY Committee on the Total Maximum Daily Load 
Program to assume tb.r; existence of these dm:ns as part of the tempcrJture baselioe? 

2. Do you agree that the pu.rpose of aoy TMDL is to implement water qu.aJity s tJmdards that 
Inust be consistent with the Clean Water Act's Section 303(c){2)(A) requirement that 
water qUAlity standaxds ~be established taking into consideration their use and value 
for public wau:r supplies, propagation offish and wildlife, recreational purposes, and 
agricultural, industrial, and olber pUJp<>ses .... "'? If so, please explain bow the draft 
temperature TMDL iB consistc:n.t with ruch a req\Urem01t . 
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3. The primary stated pmposc of reducing peak water tempera~~- in tbc Col~ a River is 
to benefit fish and wildlife, particularly aaltnon and steelhead: Do you agree that the gcal 
of the draft TMDL ~d related regulatory actions should be to improve biologiGal 
outcomes for fim rather than achieve temperature criteria regardless of the costs and the 
biological benefits produced? Hyou do agree that the TMDL should focus on biological 
b=efits to fish r.db.er than achievement of temperature criteria regardless of the eos1s and 
biological benefits, please explain how the draft TMDL to be issued by EPA is consistent 
with &ucb an approach. 

4. Oregon •s water quality standards, approved by liP A Region 10, do not reqlUrc 
application of numeric tempsrature criteria in c:ircUJnstances where it is not reasonable to 
aWlit:Ve the reductions in temperature required by watQ" quality st&Ddards. Instead, the 
Oregon standaxds reqmre the development of a tempersture management plan tbat 
protects fish and wildlife ttl6ources while taking into account COUJplian.ce costs as wen as 
the beudits provided by a hydroelectric &cility. Has BP A ltagion 10 eonsidcred 
adopting some vmion of this approach in the doft TMDL? If not, why not? 

Iu closing, l believe 1hat it is critical that EPA take a thoughtful and balaneed approach to 
the wa!cr tc:mporature TMDL. I arge you and your staff to take the fWl amount of time reqain::d 
to do this right because a mis<:onstrued approach to the TMDL could be very damaging lO the 
Northwest. 

Thank you for your attetttiou tx? this vety important matter. 

S~y, 

~l/41fr 
Doc Hastings 
Mc:111ber of Congress 

DH:ty 
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